






Comments on Mercer Generating Station (NJ0004995) 
 
1. The EPA notes that there are two coal ash retention ponds for coal combustion 

residue at the facility.  The overflow from the North Ash Pond flows directly into the 
Delaware River through Outfall 443A.  The overflow from the South Ash Pond flows 
through Outfall 441C, combining with other wastestreams in the Discharge Canal, 
which flows into the Delaware River and is regulated as Outfall 441A.  EPA believes 
that there is likely potential for discharges from such a pond, given the actual 
frequency of precipitation in the area.  EPA notes that there are monitoring 
requirements for metals and mercury, but not effluent limitations specific to the 
overflow from the coal ash retention ponds.     

 
EPA notes that since there is currently no effluent limitation guideline for coal 
combustion residue ponds, permitting authorities must establish technology based 
limitations and conditions based on best professional judgment, and that permit 
limitations must also be protective of water quality standards.  Overflow from storage 
of coal combustion residue can contribute metals, mercury, and solids in amounts that 
can cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality standards. NJDEP should 
establish limitations for overflows from the coal ash retention pond, either technology 
based requirements, or water quality based limitations where there is reasonable 
potential to exceed a water quality standard from an overflow event. 
  
 

2. Should the facility install a flue-gas desulphurization unit at the facility to meet 
requirements for air pollution control, such a wastestream may contribute additional 
pollutants into the wastewater discharged to the Delaware River.  NJDEP should 
evaluate any additional waste stream for technology-based limitations that represent 
achievable treatment levels, as well as whether the addition would cause or 
contribute, or have the reasonable potential to cause or contribute to an exceedance of 
water quality standards.  EPA also notes that treatment technologies exist for FGD 
waste streams, as described in the attached guidance, and that settling ponds are not 
considered best available technology (BAT). 
 
 

3. The permit must ensure that monitoring for mercury provides a representative dataset 
to assess potential to cause or contribute to an exceedance of New Jersey’s water 
quality standards in the receiving water.  If limits are deemed necessary the analytical 
method must be sufficiently sensitive to assess compliance.  EPA believes that the 
only analytical methods sufficiently sensitive to determine reasonable potential and 
assess compliance with permit limitations are EPA Methods 1631E and 254.7.  EPA 
recommends inclusion of Method 1631E as this is the most sensitive method for 
mercury monitoring available under 40 CFR Part 136. 

  



 
 

Comments on the Hudson Generating Station (NJ0000647) 
 
1. The EPA notes that coal combustion residue is stored in a fly ash pond at the facility.  

The fact sheet and permit identify Outfall 61A as contributing overflow discharges 
from the ash pond to the Hackensack River.  The fact sheet also notes that there is an 
ongoing process to remove ash from the storage pond. EPA notes that there are 
monitoring requirements for metals and mercury, but not effluent limitations specific 
to the overflow from the coal ash retention pond.  When this permit is next renewed, 
should there remain a fly ash retention pond, NJDEP should consider establishing 
effluent limitations for discharges from the pond, if there is reasonable potential to 
cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality standards.    

 
EPA notes that since there is currently no effluent limitation guideline for coal 
combustion residue ponds, permitting authorities must establish technology based 
limitations and conditions based on best professional judgment, and that permit 
limitations must also be protective of water quality standards.  Overflow from storage 
of coal combustion residue can contribute metals, mercury, and solids in amounts that 
can cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality standards. NJDEP should 
establish limitations for overflows from the coal ash retention pond, either technology 
based requirements, or water quality based limitations where there is reasonable 
potential to exceed a water quality standard from an overflow event. 
  
 

2. Should the facility install a flue-gas desulphurization unit at the facility to meet 
requirements for air pollution control, such a wastestream may contribute additional 
pollutants into the wastewater discharged to the Delaware River.  NJDEP should 
evaluate any additional waste stream for technology-based limitations that represent 
achievable treatment levels, as well as whether the addition would cause or 
contribute, or have the reasonable potential to cause or contribute to an exceedance of 
water quality standards.  EPA also notes that treatment technologies exist for FGD 
waste streams, as described in the attached guidance, and that settling ponds are not 
considered best available technology (BAT). 
 
 

3. The permit must ensure that monitoring for mercury provides a representative dataset 
to assess potential to cause or contribute to an exceedance of New Jersey’s water 
quality standards in the receiving water.  If limits are deemed necessary the analytical 
method must be sufficiently sensitive to assess compliance.  EPA believes that the 
only analytical methods sufficiently sensitive to determine reasonable potential and 
assess compliance with permit limitations are EPA Methods 1631E and 254.7.  EPA 
recommends inclusion of Method 1631E as this is the most sensitive method for 
mercury monitoring available under 40 CFR Part 136. 

  



Comments on the Deepwater Energy Center (NJ0005363) 
 
 

 
1. EPA notes that since there is currently no effluent limitation guideline for coal 

combustion residue ponds, permitting authorities must establish technology based 
limitations and conditions based on best professional judgment, and that permit 
limitations must also be protective of water quality standards.  Overflow from storage 
of coal combustion residue can contribute metals, mercury, and solids in amounts that 
can cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality standards. If fly ash is 
stored in a retention pond on-site, NJDEP should establish limitations for overflows 
from the coal ash retention pond, either technology based requirements, or water 
quality based limitations where there is reasonable potential to exceed a water quality 
standard from an overflow event. 
 
 

2. Should the facility install a flue-gas desulphurization unit at the facility to meet 
requirements for air pollution control, such a wastestream may contribute additional 
pollutants into the wastewater discharged to the Delaware River.  NJDEP should 
evaluate any additional waste stream for technology-based limitations that represent 
achievable treatment levels, as well as whether the addition would cause or 
contribute, or have the reasonable potential to cause or contribute to an exceedance of 
water quality standards.  EPA also notes that treatment technologies exist for FGD 
waste streams, as described in the attached guidance, and that settling ponds are not 
considered best available technology (BAT). 
 
 

3. The permit must ensure that monitoring for mercury provides a representative dataset 
to assess potential to cause or contribute to an exceedance of New Jersey’s water 
quality standards in the receiving water.  If limits are deemed necessary the analytical 
method must be sufficiently sensitive to assess compliance.  EPA believes that the 
only analytical methods sufficiently sensitive to determine reasonable potential and 
assess compliance with permit limitations are EPA Methods 1631E and 254.7.  EPA 
recommends inclusion of Method 1631E as this is the most sensitive method for 
mercury monitoring available under 40 CFR Part 136. 

 


